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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. The use of the trademark term "ZigBee" renders the claim 
indefinite. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or 
a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one 
year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims1-5, 7-10, 12 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Schmitz (6,078,908). 

As of claim 1 , Schmitz discloses a method for authenticating an exchange of 
radio identifiers in a system having a device (via a computer 2; see fig. 2) and a remote 
control unit (via a data input apparatus 1; see fig. 2), both of which operate in 
compliance with a predetermined radio protocol, comprising: 
exchanging respective radio identifiers (via user sending identification through the 
apparatus 1; see col. 6, lines 58-62), generating a key sequence to be input for 
authentication (via computer 2 generating the transaction authorization number TAN 
(key sequence); see col. 6, liens 63-67) , issuing a request to a user for key sequence 
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to be input (via sending the TAN to the user through the receiver 3; see col. 7, lines 1-4; 
also see fig. 1); authenticating the input key sequence with that generated (via user 
entering the TAN number and the computer matching the number with the sent TAN; 
see col. 7, lines 4-8), and 

storing the remote control unit identifier to enable control in dependence on 
authentication (via computer 2 verifying the transaction authorization number TAN and 
establish a connection between data input apparatus 1 and the receiver 4; see col. 7, 
lines 10-15; also see fig. 2). 

As of claim 2 and 3, Schmitz discloses that the transaction authorization number 
Tan (key sequence) is randomly generated in the computer 2 (device) (see col. 2 lines 
65 through col. 3, lines 1). 

As of claim 4, Schmitz discloses that the computer 2 sends the transaction 
authorization number TAN (key sequence) request through a receiver 3 to the user, 
wherein the receiver 3 comprises a display (see col. 3, lines 7-9). 

As of claim 5, Schmitz discloses that the transaction authorization number TAN 
(key sequence) request is output on an audio speaker (see col. 4, lines 40-46; also see 
fig. 1). 

As of claim 7, Schmitz discloses that the transaction authorization number is 
obtained via the input apparatus 1 (remote control) (see col. 7, lines 4-8); 

As of claim 8, Schmitz discloses that the authorization signal (key sequence) 
must be input within a predefined time period (see col. 1 , lines 66 through col. 2, lines 1- 
4). 
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As of claim 9, it is a system using the method of claim Iso it is rejected as claim 
1 above. 

As of claim 10, Schmitz discloses a audiovisual means by which the key 
sequence request is issued to a user (see col. 3, lines 7-9; also see col. 4, lines 40-46). 

As of claim 12, Schmitz discloses that the transaction authorization number TAN 
(key sequence) is received via a radio receiver 3 (see col. 7, lines 60-64) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 6 and 1 1 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Schmitz (6,078,908) in view of Yue (US Pub 2004/0203354). 

As of claim 6 and 1 1 , Schmitz discloses all the limitation of the claimed invention 
as mentioned in claimed 1 and 9 above, but fails to explicitly disclose that the key 
sequence is input via input means of the device. 

Yue disclose a remote access device communication system wherein, Yue 
teaches that a user communicate with an ATM (device) using a PDA (remote control), 
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the user enters the PIN number on the PDA, and then he/she is prompted for a 
confirmation number (key sequence) via a keypad on the ATM (device). 

From the teaching of Yue it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the communication system of 
Schmitz to include the step of inputting the key sequence via input means of the device 
as taught by Yue in order to complete the initiation process for pairing the device and 
the remote control and further enhancing the security of the system because the user 
would not want to commence the transaction with the ATM unless the user were at the 
locale of the ATM (see paragraph [0006], lines 10-14). 

6. Claim13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schmitz 
(6,078,908) in view of Dresti el al. (US Pub 2003/0103088). 

As of claim 13, Schmitz discloses all the limitation of the claimed invention as 
mentioned in claim 9 above but fails to explicitly disclose that the communication 
protocol used in the system is a ZigBee radio protocol. 

Dresti disclose that a remote control system which uses the ZigBee protocol to 
communicate between the remote control and electronic devices (see paragraph 
[0097]). 

From the teaching of Dresti it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the communication system 
of Schmitz to use the ZigBee protocol as taught by Dresti, since it was well known in the 
art that different radio protocol like, Bluetooth, 802.1 1 or Zigbee could be used for radio 
communication. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nabil H. Syed whose telephone number is 571-270- 
3028. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5:00 alt Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffery A. Hofsass can be reached on (571) 272-2981. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Nabil H Syed 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2612 



N.S 




